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Commertial Fishing

¯ Tile Seotion 7 process is adaptive and does not provide "no surprises".

¯ The HCP should be based on sdcaoe, not politics.

¯ Adaptiv~ managemen~ is necess~ ~ of scientific uncertainty. Causes of mortality
are uncertain enough to quantify. Information is inadequate to provide "no surprises".

¯ Extraordinary circumstances pIac~ burden on fish.

¯ The HCP is premature; too great a level of uncertainty for "no surprises".

¯ There is a fimdamcatal inoonsisteacy between a "no surprises" policy and adaptive

Tehama ~y Fishers

¯ Concern over Delza outflows (west). Needs ~o be addressed before deve/oping HCP.

Regional Council of Rural Counties (RCRC)
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Nor-Cal Guide~ and Sportsmen’s Association

¯ Supports previous speakers.

a Be equitable: match guarantees for water users ~th guarantee, s for species.

Be sped~’, the HC~ ~hould cover a precletermined species li~ Limit "no surprises" in
time, ~ve, and location.

¯ Provide corts~uences: to be used if"~ake" goes beyond specified limits.
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Septe~rtber 19, 1997
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Tehama-Colusa Canal Authority

¯ How long will the HCP and Natural Communiti~ Conservation Plan 0NCCP) work
together?. Will state~lis~ed species be included?

¯ Incoasistcat"no surprises" policies?

s What happen~ to unfomeen species and species not includvd in the HCP/NCCP?

¯ " Would the HCP a,~mme an NCCP would be prepared?

¯ Is the HCP approved by Federal agcndcs and the NCCP approved by State ag~ad~s?

¯ W’fll the HCP apply to ~dy implementation projects?
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